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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.27109 of 2016

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-382 Year-2002 Thana- BHAGALPUR KOTWALI District-
Bhagalpur

Prof. Md. Israfil son of Late Md. Amanat Resident of Village - Govindpur,
Police Station - Pirpaiti, District - Bhagalpur.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State Of Bihar and Ors
Md. Ahmad Hussain

Md. Hussain

Md. Barkat Hussain

Md. Miraj Hussain All sons of Md. Minnat Hussain Resident of Mohalla -
Abul Mujib Road, Opposite Harizan School Gumti No. 3, Police Station -
Ishakchak, District - Bhagalpur.

Pushpa Prasad wife of Bhubneshwar Prasad
Kumar Pratik son of Bhubneshwar Prasad

Ram Naresh Rai son of Puspa Prasad Resident of Mohalla - S.N. Ghose
Lane, Budha Nath, Police Station - Kotwali, District - Bhagalpur.

Ranjan Mandal son of Ram Prasad Mandal Resident of Mohalla - S.N.
Ghose Lane, Sakhichand Ghat Budha Nath, Police Station - Kotwali,
District - Bhagalpur.

Vidyut Kumar Badal son of Pushpa Prasad Resident of Mohalla - M.M. Das
Lane, Sakhichand Ghat, Budha Nath, Police Station - Kotwali, District -
Bhagalpur.

Rajeev Kumar Rai son of Puspa Prasad C/o Ram Naresh Rai, Resident of
Mohalla - Opp. Mandir S.N. Ghose Lane, Budha Nath, Police Station -
Kotwali, District - Bhagalpur.

Baban @ Darna son of Singheshwarwar Mandal

Barna son of not known C/o Singheshwar Mandal, Both residents of
Mohalla - M.M. Das Lane, Sakhichand Ghat, Budha Nath, Police Station -
Kotwali, District - Bhagalpur.

Prasun Kumar @ Chikku son of Bhubneshwar Prasad Resident of Mohalla -
M.M. Das Lane, Police Station - Kotwali, District - Bhagalpur.

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Binay Kumar
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Ram Naresh Royapp

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA
ORAL ORDER
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1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and
learned A.P.P. for the State.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner after arguing
vehemently for some time, seeks permission to withdraw the
present quashing application.

3. Permission is accorded.

4. Accordingly, the present quashing application is

dismissed as withdrawn.

(Satyavrat Verma, J)



